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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript represents an exhaustive treatment of the potentials of Zinc Gluconate as a foliar nutrient in crop production, especially in addressing Zinc deficiency in various agricultural systems. It consolidates past and current research data relating to the chemistry, efficiency, and applications of Zinc Gluconate and thus provides fresh perspectives for researchers and practitioners interested in developing sustainable nutrient management strategies. The review also deals with Zinc application in stress mitigation and enhanced food quality, placing the work at a critical center in global crop nutrition science and sustainable agricultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes absolutely
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes the abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.  Scientifically speaking, the manuscript is correct and summarizes the existing research on Zinc Gluconate and its benefits as a foliar nutrient. The various authors cited with studies of zinc in stress tolerance, advantages of bioavailability in using Zinc Gluconate as against other formulations, and the application with different crops, are well-documented in the literature. Indeed, the review, in general, takes an impartial and evidence-wise stance on the topic, but some areas could certainly be bolstered with reviews of counter-evidence or recognition of the currently limiting research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes sufficient
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	It’ll enrich future research in relevant field.
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